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INTRODUCTION!

Our task in our fourth season of excavation at Medinet Habu,
1930/31, was fourfold. In the first place, we desired to expose the
western part of the Ramses III area, which lies behind the Great
Temple. Next, it was necessary to excavate more completely the dis-
trict in front of the east wall, where in the previous year we had found
a small Coptie church. Thirdly, the district to the north of the Ram-
ses 111 area, outside the Great Girdle Wall, had to be investigated by
a test excavation. Finally, we were permitted to excavate and study
the palace, the magazines, and adjoining struetures in the Ramesseum,
in order to answer as well as possible certain questions which had
arisen at Medinet Habu. Our knowledge that these buildings of the
previous ecentury had served as models for those at Medinet Habu
convineed us that they were capable of solving certain of our problems.

As in the previous year, the author was ably assisted by Herr Hans
Steckeweh, who had direct oversight of the excavation work., Herr
Siegfried Heise devoted his time especially to the drawing and study
of Coptic and later buildings, and Mr. Laurence Woolman handled
the individual problems of the Fortified Gate. The photographie work
was continued by Herr Leichter; and the registration of the finds and
photographs, as well as other valuable assistance, was undertaken by
Mrs. Keith C. Seele. The co-operation of all these who were associ-
ated with me I wish gratefully to acknowledge.

The excavation did not run quite so undisturbed a course as in
former years. Growing unemployment in the overpopulated land led
to an increase in crime. Ultimately the police, in co-operation with the
army, interfered with energetic and successful steps for its suppression
in our immediate vicinity. Twice we were forced to turn over to the
police instigators of unrest. On one of these occasions a foreman was
dangerously injured and had to be removed to the hospital in Cairo.
Fortunately, after long and tedious special treatment he was dismissed
as fully recovered and is now able to perform his duties as well as ever.

In the summer months, spent away from Egypt, our drawings were
prepared and other scientific work was completed in preparation for
the coming publication.

1 The author’s thanks are due to Mrs. Keith C. Seele for her translation of his
German manuseript.
1
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MEDINET HABU

THE GENERAL PLAN OF THE TEMPLE AREA OF RAMSES III

As explained in previous reports (OIC Nos. 5, 7, and 10) and as seen
in Figure 1, the Great Temple of Amon, forming the central point in
the area, was surrounded by both an inner and an outer wall. The in-
ner wall, which proceeds from the pylon of the temple and is identified
by the protruding bases of towers that appear at regular intervals, in-
closes the royal palace, the magazines, and other important struc-
tures. :

Originally the temple plan of Ramses III was limited to this inner
area, which contained all that was essential to a great royal temple on
the west side of Thebes, so far as we are able to judge from the temple
plans of Seti I, Ramses II, and Merneptah. Only toward the end of
his reign did Ramses 111 enlarge the area by means of the Great Girdle
Wall (Plate I), which united the respective parts into a whole and
lent to the temple area of Medinet Habu its characteristic fortresslike
appearance. In the outer portion lay the rows of houses of the temple
attendants, the service and administration buildings, and a park with
a pool to provide water for man and beast and to irrigate the trees
and shrubs. Also included in this outer portion was the older Small

" Temple of the 18th dynasty, the axis of which diverges considerably
from that of the Great Temple.

The Inner Inclosure Wall, like all such walls, was constructed of
mud brick, its base sloping toward the exterior. The towers, which
projected 2.50 meters beyond the wall itself, were unquestionably
higher than the latter. On the basis of representations of such walls
(ef. OIC No. 7, Fig. 4) we assume a crenelated top. As yet we have
found no positive evidence of the stairways which must have provided
access to the summit of the wall. ,

The Great Girdle Wall (Fig. 2) was about twice as thick as the Inner
Ineclosure Wall and about 18 meters high. Along its inner side a street
1-3 meters higher than the inclosed space served in case of emergency
to move the garrison promptly to threatened points.

2
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Fig. 1.—Ground plan of the temple of Ramses I1I at Medinet Habu after the
season of 1930/31. Only the west tower of the Great Girdle Wall is still to be
cleared.
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6 MzepINET HABU

This feature led us to conjecture that the presence of an older temple
still in use at the time of Ramses I1I had had to be taken into considera-
tion when that king sought to enlarge his temple by the construction
of the Great Girdle Wall. The axis of this earlier temple appeared to
diverge about 6 degrees from that of the Great Temple. A test excava-
tion did indeed bring to light a structure built about 1350 B.c. by King
Eye and usurped by his successor Harmhab. A more detailed dis-
cussion of it appears on pages 47-53.

The Ramses 111 area was entered through the well known Fortified
Gate in the center of the east side. In the opposite (west) wall, how-
ever, we found a gigantic core of mud brick which had been erected at
the same time as the Great Girdle Wall, to judge both from the man-
ner in which the bricks were laid and from the fact that the sloping
base of the wall surrounds the core. As all the streets sloped upward
toward this great structure, it seemed likely that it had contained
stairways or ramps leading to the top of the Great Girdle Wall. Had’
there been another gate here? Unfortunately we could not yet solve
these interesting and important questions, for it was precisely on this
spot that our excavation house stood. Not until after its removal at
the end of the season could this last interest-compelling structure
at Medinet Habu be fully excavated and studied.

THE QUAY

In 1929/30 we had already partially exposed a quay before the For-
tified Gate, when we struck the side of a stairway which must have led
down to the water. The height of the underground water during the
winter made it impossible to pursue further the problem of this particu-
lar site; but a favorable opportunity to excavate to lower levels arose
during June and July, 1930, when excavation in Egypt is usually at a
standstill on account of the heat. Since the new permanent head-
quarters of the Oriental Institute in Egypt were being erected, the
architect, Mr. L. Le Grande Hunter, was in Luxor during the entire
summer. He kindly undertook to investigate our problem. Our
trusted reis, Sharid Mohamed Mansur, with ten men and twenty boys
did the work, while Mr. Hunter gave the necessary oversight and re-
corded the results in a drawing. In this way nearly the entire quay
was recovered, as may be seen in Figure 2 and Plate I.
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THE QUAY 7

A similar quay in front of the temple of Amon at Karnak is well
known, but appears not to have been completely investigated, as the
steps which must have led to the water have not been found. There
have, however, been discovered on the quay wall numerous records of
high Nile levels, dating from the 21st to the 26th dynasty. On the
quay at Medinet Habu we found & still older high water record, which
tells us that in the seventh year of Ramses 1X (before 1100 B.c.) the
inundation reached a height of about 75.45 meters above sea-level.
The water on that occasion, therefore, rose almost to the height of the
original pavement at the head of the stairs. The stairway which de-
scended beside the quay was traced to a depth of 6 meters below the
platform. We may assume that it continued downward along the
front of the quay for perhaps a meter more and that the lowest water
level in the canal was then at least 7-8 meters below the platform of
the quay.

Whither did this canal lead? Without doubt, to the Nile; for it
must have connected the Ramses temple with the natural water high-
way of the counfry. Tts exact direction, however, we could not de-
termine, as the canal has of course been choked with mud for thou-
sands of years. Traces of it certainly lie concealed under the almost
3 meters of soil that have accumulated since the time of Ramses I11. We
may assume that the canal took the shortest course to the river and
that it ran in the axis of the temple itself as a continuation of the main
thoroughfare. The canal thus formed the first part of the processional
way from the Nile, that is, from the temples of Amon at Karnak and
Luxor to that at Medinet Habu. One is reminded of the so-called
“valley temples” of the Old Kingdom pyramid-builders, where, as is
well known, one finds at the edge of the cultivation a quay and gate-
way from which a covered ascent leads to the temple and the pyra-
mid behind it. It is possible to imagine that similar processional ways
led to the mortuary temples of the Empire also, and that the
canals represented that part of the way which lay in the area subject
to inundation. Up to the present time the canal at Medinet Habu is
the only one the existence of which has been proved, though one sus-
pects the presence of another before the great temple of Amon at Kar-
nak. But processional roads on the desert may be clearly traced at
Deir el-Bahri, where they were laid out in imposing style to lead from
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THE ForTIFIED GATE 9

The quay of Medinet Habu was, then, a vital detail of the original
plan of Ramses III. It was connected with the temple by a paved
street which has been found about 1 meter below the pavement of the
Fortified Gate.

THE FORTIFIED GATE

The Fortified Gate (Fig. 5) is one of the most interesting buildings
of ancient Egypt. It has often been pictured, and years ago I published
a special study of it.! In the course of this season’s excavation it has
been considered anew and muech more fully than was possible in the
past, because this time practically every nook of the high building
was accessible with ladders and scaffolding. As one can see from Fig-
ure 6, the Fortified Gate was a cubical building which was inserted
into the Great Girdle Wall. It was designated by the Syrian name
migdol. The actual gateway has been pushed toward the rear—that is,
toward the west—so that a narrow inner eourt remains which corre-
sponds to the Zwinger of medieval German fortifications; for in such
a court (Plate II) the attacking enemy was to be overwhelmed by
missiles from all sides and so “vanquished.”

In Egypt, where extraordinarily few fortifications have been pre-
served, we have no other example of a fortified gate. That does not
necessarily mean, however, that others did not exist. Hspecially at the
frontiers, in the Delta and in Lower Nubia, there must have been
similar structures, ruins of which will perhaps later be recognized.?

The Fortified Gate of Medinet Habu consisted, like the adjoining
Great Girdle Wall, of unburned bricks. Only the two towers project-
ing eastward beyond the line of the wall, the towering gateway, drawn
back toward the west, and the sides of the intervening Zwinger court
are built of mighty blocks of sandstone (cf. Fig. 5). The latter still re-
main comparatively well preserved, though the mud-brick portions
of the fortification had been destroyed and largely removed before
700 B.C.

Simple as its ground plan appears (cf. Fig. 6), the inner contour of
the Fortified Gate is very complex. One sees that the Zwinger is cruci-

L Das Hohe Tor von Medinet Haby (12, Wiss. Veroff. der Deutschen Orient-
Gesellschaft; Leipzig, 1910).

2 A gateway of similar ground plan and measurements may be seen in the city
of “Raamses”; cf. W. M. F. Petrie, Hyksos and Israelite Ciiies (London, 1906)
PI. XXXV and p. 30.
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F1ic. 6.—The Fortified Gate at Medinet Habu. Reconstructed longitudinal section and ground plan
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form, its projecting wall surfaces decorated with statues probably
showing the king smiting his enemies. Its rear part gives the effect of
a second pair of flanking towers and suggests that perhaps behind the
visible Great Girdle Wall lay a second, similar wall. Such double walls
have, indeed, actually been found in Asiatic fortifications, for example,
at Senjirli and at Babylon.

The low Outer Wall also was constructed of stone. Its value for de-
fensive purposes may have lain in the fact that the enemy could not
approach unhindered to. assault the Great Girdle Wall with scaling-
ladders. It can hardly be supposed that the low wall was manned by a
garrison, though its crenelated top made it appear so, for its gateway
is flanked by two small guardhouses possessing relatively large outside
windows, and the gateway itself could hardly have withstood a vigor-
ous attack.

But the Outer Wall was built of stone on the east side only—the side
which was visible to an approaching procession—whereas on the other
three sides it was construeted of ordinary mud brick. This fact alone
forms a conclusive argument that it was intended to serve a decora-
tive, rather than a practical, purpose. Or it may be that stonework
had been intended throughout, but that the other three sides of the
Outer Wall had been left unfinished.

The stone portions of both the Fortified Gate and the Outer Wall
were completely covered with colored reliefs, as Figures 6, 8, and 9
indicate. The brick wall was merely faced with mud and finished with
whitewash.

The entire lower structure of the Fortified Gate consists of solid
masonry, without rooms. The second and third stories (Fig. 7), how-
ever, contain numerous rooms, of which those that were located in
the stone portions of the building were roofed with wooden beams that
supported the stucco floors of the rooms above, while the brick cham-
bers of the great structure were covered with barrel-vaulted ceilings.
The entrance to the rooms lay on the south side of the Fortified Gate
at the height of its second story, 7.30 meters above the ground, and
was reached from a ramp that apparently connected it with the street
behind the Great Girdle Wall.

‘The inner stone walls of the chambers were decorated with charm-
ing reliefs, and it may be assumed that the mud walls bore paintings
of similar character. The king is invariably depicted, seated un-



oi.uchicago.edu

THIRD FLOOR PLAN

i
=1

SECOND FLOOR PLAN

Fig. 7.—The Fortified Gate at Medinet Habu. Reconstructed plans of second and
third floors. .
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clothed on a throne or folding chair and receiving flowers, fruits, and
the like from the maidens of his harem, playing at draughts with them,
or intimately caressing them. The girls wear merely a scarf and
flowers on their heads and beads about their necks, but are otherwise
nude (Figs. 10 and 11). Only on the door jambs and in the corridors
do we see the king arrayed in the usual royal apparel as he approaches
or leaves the apartments. According to these representations, which
are repeated in every room, there is no doubt that the chambers above
the gate were intended for the recreation and pleasure of the king and
his harem.

To explain the uses of the individual rooms is difficult, since they
bear no comparison with definite groups of rooms such as we know in
dwelling-houses. The three principal apartments lie toward the west in
the second story (see Fig. 7) and are accessible directly from the ramp.
The middle one, a square room with flat ceiling, is connected by oppo-
site doorways to vaulted wings from which other rooms branch off.
The three main rooms of the third story and their subsidiary chambers
are arranged exactly as on the floor below, but here the doorways be-
tween the central room and the wings are wider and more elegantly
planned. The east half of the Fortified Gate, which in the first two
stories is solid masonry, contains on the third floor two separate groups
of three small rooms each, which lie on a level 1 meter higher than the
west half and were probably connected with it by a few steps. The flat
roof at which the staircase terminates must at times have served as a
resort for the royal harem, for here also the rooms in the adjoining
east towers (see Fig. 8) exhibit wall reliefs of the same character as
those found in the rooms below.

As to the significance of this apparently paradoxieal building there
has been much discussion for several decades, and various designa-
tions have been applied to it, according to whether emphasis was
placed upon its fortified character or upon the nature of its rooms. For
example, it has been called the royal palace or harem, a designation
which has been refuted by our excavation of the actual palace. Wilkin-
son in his Manners and Customs of the Ancient Egyptians, and later
Daressy, used the term “‘pavilion,” which is fairly accurate in respect
to the inner rooms, but ignores the main significance of the building as a
gateway. Years ago, therefore, I adopted the relatively general term
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18 MEepiNET HABU

“kiosk” is intended to convey the idea that the rooms served not as the
royal harem, with living- and sleeping-apartments for the singers and
dancers, but only as a temporary retreat, as one might seek the at-
tractions of a pavilion in a garden. The harem proper lay beside and
behind the Second Palace of Ramses III (Fig. 12).

The foregoing explanation, which I presented in an address before
the 18th International Congress of Orientalists at Leyden, was soon
questioned by two very competent scholars, who assumed that the
building of the Second Palace was contemporaneous with the celebra-
tion of the king’s jubilee (hb-$d) and that the alleged ‘“women’s apart-
ments” were occupied by thé participating princes, while the throne in
the “women’s salon”’! was that of the crown prince. I wish briefly to
express my objection to this view.

We shall for the present not dwell on the remarkable fact that every-
where in the representations of the princes in the Great Temple of
Ramses III their names were originally omitted and were probably
added only after the death of Ramses I1I. The obvious conclusion is
that they must have played a relatively minor réle in the festivities.
In the so-called “harem” itself not a single inscription establishes defi-
nitely the use of the rooms. Their explanation, therefore, must come
exclusively out of the architectural arrangement.

The “harem’ consists of two parts, the first of which contains three
exactly similar apartments separated from the palace by a narrow pas-
sage. The other part is the “women’s salon” with a court of its own be-
fore it, adjoining the palace and connected with its six-columned hall. Tt
possessed a bath and toilet, but no bedroom. For that reason it could
not have been a private apartment for some important individual, but
was rather a room for the common use of the king and the oceupants
of the “women’s apartments.” In addition, the latter suites possessed
a second, direct connection with the royal apartments through the
only doorway in the entire “harem’ that is decorated with the royal
titles. Though there is also a direct approach to these three rear apart-
ments from the outside, it winds through narrow passages and numer-
ous double doors and was surely nothing more than a service entrance,
This arrangement of rooms excludes, in my opinion, the possibility
that adult princes with a certain amount of independence could have

1 The terms here quoted are those used in OIC No. 5, pp. 45-46.
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lived here. The double connection of these rooms with the king’s
private apartments is consistent only with their use to house the
harem. Their plan agrees in general with that of the harem quarters
which Winlock found in the palace of Amenhotep IIT at Malkata,
southwest of Medinet Habu, and also with those of the palace of Ikh-
naton as represented in the tombs of Tell el-Amarna. Last of all, the
wall scenes in the Fortified Gate leave no doubt that there was a
harem at Medinet Habu. In the vicinity of the palace, that is, within
the Inner Inclosure Wall, no other building has been or ean be demon-
strated to be the quarters of the royal harem. That the harem should
have lived outside of the wall is surely out of the question. We are
obliged, therefore, to conclude that the harem was housed not in the
Fortified Gate but behind the palace.

THE PALACE

Consideration of the Fortified Gate has brought us back to the
palace, which we have already diseussed in OIC Nos. 5 and 7. The re-
construction work mentioned in OIC No. 7 has now been completed.
As shown in Figure 13, the destroyed mud brick walls have been re~
stored to a uniform height upon the original, relatively well preserved
foundations. The re-erected door jambs and column bases also are
ancient., We can therefore now walk about the palace rooms as did
the king and his court in the past, and thus gain a fairly clear idea of
their arrangement. The reconstruction work has yielded certain new
data which have necessitated revision of the ground plan previously
published.! The changes are embodied in Figure 12.

‘We have already explained that the Second Palace was erected to-
ward the end of the reign of Ramses IIT upon the foundations of a
superseded older palace of his contemporaneously with the enlarge-
ment of the entire temple area and the construction of the Great
Girdle Wall and the Fortified Gate. .

"The walls of the earlier building period can easily be distinguished
from those of the later, for the latter were constructed upon a founda-
tion of building rubbish, whereas the former stand on a bed of sand in
and beside which had been scattered small fayence models of offerings
that had been presented on the occasion of the foundation ceremonies.

10IC No. 5, Fig. 30.
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THE WINDOW AND BALCONY OF ROYAL APPEARANCES!

During this season a special study was made of the “Window of
Royal Appearances,” which formed an imposing connection between
the palace and the first court of the Great Temple. By ‘“Window of
Royal Appearances” is to be understood the magnificent palace win-
dow at which the king “appeared,” that is, showed himself publicly
while conducting an inspection or reviewing a parade. Such a window
is not found in private dwellings, but belongs, so far as we know,
exclusively to palace architecture, and may even be considered its dis-
tinguishing feature. '

In Egyptian representations the Window of Royal Appearances
should not be confused with the king’s audience throne. The king sits
on the latter, only slightly elevated above the floor of the room, with
only a few steps separating him from visitors. In the Window, how-
ever, an opening which is approached from the palace by a flight of
steps, the king stands before the public to see and be seen from this
elevated point.2 There is no connection between him and the populace
at his feet, and he tosses his gifts down to his favorites from his lofty
station.

It is more than twenty years since I first wrote about the Window of
Royal Appearances at Medinet Habu.®! Now that our excavations
have recovered essential parts which had been broken away and miss-
ing since the time of Ramses ITI and a detailed study of the structural
remains has been made, I am able to offer an exaect reconstruction of
the original condition of the Window of Royal Appearances, and also
to present a well founded theory regarding its later history.

To explain the two different stages of which I wish to speak, I must
again mention the fact that in Medinet Habu there had been two dif-
ferent palaces of Ramses 11T, one of which was built upon the ruins of
the other. The first of these (see Fig. 37), contemporaneous with the

1 Cf. my article, “Erscheinungsfenster und Erscheinungsbalkon im kéniglichen
Palast,” in Zeitschrift fir dg. Sprache LXVII (1931) 43-51.

2 The inscriptions in the Window of Appearances are as follows: “His [Majesty]
appears like Atum in the [House of Millions of] Years in order to view the monu-
ments which his hands have made for his father Amon-Re. . . .. 7 “The king
himself, he says to the nobles, the prophets, and the officers of the infantry and
the chariotry: ‘Behold my good works which are before you. . . . . 1

3 Cf. Das Hohe Tor, pp. 14 and 48 ff.
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temple, consisted ehiefly of official reception rooms. The Window of
Royal Appearances lay in its axis, opposite the throne in the audience
hall, at the top of a long stairway. From the exterior, that is, from the
first court of the Great Temple, the Window formed the central point
of the palace fagade which extended behind the mighty colonnade. To
the two entrances into the palace, one on either side of the great Win~
dow, were allotted relatively insignificant positions in the recessed ends
of the facade (Fig. 15).

After only a few years Ramses IIT replaced the First Palace with
another, which was more strictly a royal dwelling, though a modest
one, containing a full complement of living-rooms and a harem. The
palace fagade with the Window of Royal Appearances of the First
Palace remained, but the Window itself was widened and extended
forward in the form of a balcony. We must accordingly differentiate
between the Window of Royal Appearances in the First Palace and the
Balcony of Royal Appearances in the Second. It is unnecessary to
say much about the former, as Plate III is largely self-explanatory.
The Window was of modest dimensions, with an opening of only 1.05
meters (2 Egyptian cubits). It could be closed by means of double
shutterlike doors. The outer face of the stone wall was smoothed, then
coated with cloth, over which stueco was spread. It is my belief that
the latter was delicately modeled in relief and then covered with gold.
At the top the wall was erowned with a cavetto cornice and a frieze of
cobras; the bracket below rested on a row of sculptured heads repre-
senting foreign captives from the North and South. These extended
for several meters along the wall at each side of the Window and
served as a base for representations of the king, so that he appeared to
tread upon his bound enemies. Under the brackets supporting these
extensions are depicted wrestling bouts and singlestick combats such
as doubtless took place in the court for the entertainment of the king.!
The highly decorative quality of the composition can be seen in our
picture. '

The later reconstruction and enlargement of the Window of Royal
Appearances arose obviously from the desire to gain more room for the
ruler and his retinue and to obtain a better view between the columns.

1 Cf. John A. Wilson, “Ceremonial Games of the New Kingdom,” Journal of
Egyptian Archaeology XVII (1931) 211-20.
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This was achieved by breaking out the stone window frame, chiseling
off the cavetlo cornice and the frieze of serpents, and removing the
bracket with the prisoners’ heads. Then a solid stone platform was
constructed which extended out into the court as far as the bases of
the mighty columns, and upon it was erected a light balcony of wood.
Unfortunately, both of these additions have disappeared; but they
have left on the wall clear traces from which each constructional de-
tail can be recognized. These traces are summarized in Figure 16, The
full width of the stone platform (5.97 meters) is exactly indicated by
the extent to which the heads of the foreign prisoners have been chis-
eled off, while its depth (1.90 meters) can be observed where its outer
edge was let into the bases of the columns. The superstructure con-
sisted of a wooden canopy, the floor joists, architraves, and cornice
beams of which were let into the stone wall. To avoid the possibility
of their working loose and slipping out, they were fastened in the holes
with ropes and then probably covered with plaster.

At the front of the canopy were four wooden columns, of which the
two central ones were reinforced with bars which extended to the wall
behind. Back of the columns stood wooden screens about 2.50 meters
in height, the ends of which were let into the stone wall and similarly
bound fast with cords. On the wall there are likewise rows of small
wooden plugs about .01 in diameter which were meant to receive small
copper nails. It would seem from these that the wooden sereens were
adorned on their outer surfaces with sheet metal.

In the center the screens must have been lower, in order that the
king might be able to see out from the Balcony as he had from the
Window. At the same time the window must have been provided with
shutters so that the palace could be closed off at will. The canopy evi-
dently possessed no real roof; probably hangings or embroidered awn-
ings were spread over it and fixed to the wall by metal fastenings, per-
haps rings.

Before the balcony there was a small ramp or stairway, traces of
which may still be seen on the column bases. Here the favorites stood
to receive the decorations which the king tossed down to them. Nu-
merous scenes of this nature are known from the tombs of Tell el-
Amarns (e.g., Fig. 17); we ourselves found a similar one built into the
stairway which led to the Balcony of Royal Appearances (Fig. 18).
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It is precisely where Ramses III carried on his building program
that we find the greatest difficulty in tracing the remains of older
levels. For, when the workmen of this last great builder began to pre-
pare the site for their operations, they destroyed or filled in without the
slightest compunction everything that stood in their way. The Small
Temple alone, honored as an ancient sanctuary, was spared. The time
of Ramses ITI was the golden age of Medinet Habu. The complete-
ness, unrivaled in all Egypt, in which the buildings of this district sur-
vive grips our interest. Our exeavation has revealed, however, that at
the death of Ramses III his temple complex was indeed rather com-
plete externally, but not within in the area between the Inner In-
closure Wall and the Great Girdle Wall—the area which represented
the later program of expansion. Thus the rows of houses of the officials
at the west end were never fully developed, and the administrative
courts in the east appear not to have received their intended interior
appointments. Even in the Second Palace the harem quarters were
only superficially complete and remained without decoration.

Whether or to what extent the weak later Ramessids used the tem-
ple of Medinet Habu it is impossible to determine with certainty.
Their building activities in the temple were in any case of an extremely
minor character. In one of the courts are the remains of a grove or
orchard, behind which stood an extensive building which may date
from this period. But the royal splendor of the site had already van-
ished.

In the following 21st dynasty (1090-945 B.c.), when Libyan rulers
from the Delta seized the double crown of Egypt, that portion of the
temple area which lay between the Inner Inclosure Wall and the Great
Girdle Wall had already degenerated into a private residence quarter
consisting of numerous fairly extensive estates. These were surround-
ed by inclosure walls, mostly only one stretcher thick, reinforced at
frequent intervals with buttresses. The bricks employed in their con-
struction were taken haphazardly from various older buildings and
therefore vary in length from 36 to 44 centimeters.

In the southwest there was a large manorial house which belonged
to the scribe of the necropolis, Butehamon, son of Thutmose. This
man, who lived at the beginning of the 21st dynasty, is well known to
us, as it was he who piously caused to be re-wrapped and reburied
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gsome royal mummies, including that of Ramses I1I, which had been
disturbed by tomb-robbers. His coffin has been in the Turin Museum
for many years.! Unfortunately, only the two main rooms of Buteh-
amon’s house (Fig. 19) have escaped the ravages of the sebbakhin.
The first was a square living-room with four palm-leaf columns; its
architraves rested on stone pilasters. At the rear wall was an elevated
platform for Butehamon’s seat, so that the room resembled in plan the
four-columned throne hall in the First Palace (cf. Fig. 37). Butehamon’s
walls, however, which were only one header plus one stretcher in thick-
ness, were too weak to have supported a vaulted ceiling of brick like
that in the palace. The sandstone columns were plastered with stuceco
and decorated with inseriptions and scenes relating to the cult in the
necropolis, of which the master of the house was an administrative
official. Among others, there are representations of Amenhotep I and
his mother Ahmose-Nefretiri in their rdle of protecting deities of the
necropolis. When found, the columns were on the verge of eollapse as
a result of digging by the sebbakhin, but we have re-erected and
strengthened them and replaced the fallen palm-leaf capitals which
we discovered in the débris. Of the anteroom, which was connected
with thevliving-room by a wide door, there remain only two unfinished
columns. The diseovery of the house of Butehamon definitely dated
this level of our excavation to the beginning of the 21st dynasty.

The next two levels belong to the 22d—24th dynasties (945-712
B.C.), a8 is proved by the fact that they lie under the chapels of the
25th-26th dynasties. They are differentiated from the preceding level
by the crowded and confused manner in which the houses are ar-
ranged. Winding blind alleys lead to the individual quarters (Fig. 20;
cf. Fig. 24), exactly as we find them in the fellahin villages of today.

It is apparent that by this time the entire outer temple area was
occupied by peasants and craftsmen of the surrounding district who
had fled from their enemies to the protection of the towering walls of
Medinet Habu. Altogether there is revealed a depressing picture of
the sad decline of the old ecivilization. Ouly a few of the houses now
had such imposing features as living-rooms with two columns. Build-

1 Cat. No. 2236, Concerning Butehamon see Maspero, ‘“Les momies royales de

Déir el-Baharl,” Mémoires . . . . de la Mission archéol. frangaise au Caire 1
(1884—) 564; Breasted, Ancient Records IV § 640.
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ing stone, especially that which was employed for door jambs, was
regularly taken from older structures, and similarly old bricks of
greatly varying sizes were re-used. Interesting for the history of civili-
zation are the finds in these houses, which plainly reveal the meager
standard of living of their inhabitants.

The Great Temple of Ramses IIT and the area within the Inner In-
closure Wall appear to have been relatively undisturbed at this time.
Whether, however, divine worship was still carried on in the Great
Temple, or even whether it still supported a priesthood, is doubtful.
A% the beginning of the 21st dynasty a high priest of Amon, Payno-
zem, immortalized his name on the door jambs of the palace; but we
do not know who dwelt there in that and later times. It may have been
some high official of the Theban necropolis, and it is even probable
that the palace became the seat of administration. At any rate it ap-
pears that Medinet Habu was the source of legal documents which
have provided accounts of a palace revolution and of robberies of
royal tombs.! The vaulted temple magazines of the district appear
also to have been in use at this period.

Although the Great Temple of Ramses IT1 had now sunk into a
state of neglect, the small Amon temple of the 18th dynasty enjoyed
decided veneration as a local sanctuary. Its popularity is evidenced
not only by inscriptions of the high priest Paynozem of the 21st
dynasty, but also by the fact that “King” Harsiese, a petty independ-
ent prince contemporary with Osorkon II of the 22d dynasty, erected
for himself beside it a tomb, probably with a mortuary chapel (now
vanished) above it. Of the chapel a single building stone bearing the
name of Harsiese was found re-used in a Ptolemaic gateway. The
tomb itself was still almost intact when discovered, though the burial
had been disturbed and almost destroyed. As the water level has risen
2.50 meters since antiquity, the stairway leading downward into the
tomb ended at a level that is now under water for half the year. At the
foot was disclosed an anteroom which, along with the slanting gallery
leading to it, had been closed with great building stones in order to
prevent the entrance of tomb-robbers -(Fig. 21). But the latter had

L Cf. Peet, The Great Tomb Robberies of the Twentieth Egyptian Dynasty (Ox-

ford, 1930); Breasted, op. cit. §§ 41656 and 499-556; Struve in Aegyptus VII
(1926) 3-17. .
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Between the levels belonging to the 22d—24th dynasties and the
next, which ean be aseribed to the 25th-26th dynasties, a great ca-
tastrophe swept over all of Medinet Habu, including in part even the
two stone temples. The full extent of the disaster can best be under-
stood by a study of the excavation plans of this stratum.

The Inner Inclosure Wall, most of the buildings within it (with the
possible exception of the palace and certain portions of the vaulted
magazines), and the Great Girdle Wall with the brick additions to the
Fortified Gate were largely destroyed; and the fellahin dwellings of the
22d-24th dynasties did not escape the same fate. For the dating of
this catastrophe we have three quite certain facts: (1) The Ethiopian
Shabaka (712-700 B.c.) built a new pylon for the Small Temple on the
ruins of the Great Girdle Wall. (2) Above the ruins of the fellahin vil-
lage his sister, the princess Amenirdis, placed her mortuary chapel. (3)
Beside and among the newly erected buildings of the inner temple area
objects were found bearing the names of Amenirdis and of her adopted
daughter Shepnupet 11, daughter of King Piankhi. These facts would
seem to date the disaster immediately before the beginning of the
25th dynasty, in the confusion which attended the ephemeral 23d—24th
dynasties. It was just at this time (about 730 B.c.), as is well known,
that the Ethiopian Piankhi swept with his victorious forces into the
Delta. It may be that there were several calamities, following one
upon another, perhaps a second one in 667, when Ashurbanipal’s army
came to Upper Egypt, a third in 661, when Thebes “was fright-
fully laid waste.”?

The building activity under the Ethiopian kings of the 25th dynasty
and their Saitic successors (26th dynasty) centered about the Small
Temple, whose peripteros was restored. Shahaka and his successor
Taharka (the Tirhakah of the Bible) enlarged the temple by the
erection of a long narrow hall and a pylon.?2 Taharka describes on a
stela in the Cairo Museum® how he renewed the girdle wall of the
temple and constructed a gateway to the sacred area adjoining on the
north. The gateway has survived to the present day.

As, several decades before, “King”’ Harsiese had been buried beside
the temple, g0 again in the 25th dynasty the district became a favorite

! Breasted, Ancient Records IV § 902.
2 0IC No. 10, p. 64. 3 Annales du Service IV 178 ff.



oi.uchicago.edu



oi.uchicago.edu



oi.uchicago.edu

40 Mepiner Hasu

ness, built of new, small bricks (.28X.14X.08), herald a new era of
prosperity.

The new splendor proved to be only transitory. With the passing
of Saite sovereignty and the advent of Persian rule, Medinet Habu
declined until it remained little more than a deserted ruin. Our exca-
vation has shown praectically no trace of settlement in the following
centuries, except in the immediate viecinity of the Small Temple,
around which the sole activity of the time centered. Achoris (392-380
B.C.) appears to have restored the peripteros; in any case a doorframe
between the outer pillars dates from his reign. The columned porticoin
front of the Ethiopie pylon belongs to about this same time, but short-
ly thereafter was usurped by Nectanebo I (378-361 B.c.).! The latter
enlarged the temple distriet by pushing outward the southern girdle
wall. Finally Nectanebo II dug a large new well northwest of the Small
Temple.

Investigation of the following levels became increasingly difficult
and the results correspondingly incomplete, as sebbakhin had left
very few remains. This unfortunate circumstance may explain the
total -lack of houses which can with certainty be dated to the
Ptolemaic period. However, the additional fact that we found al-
most no-specimens of such common objects as pottery belonging to
this time may be a proof that Medinet Habu was then uninhabited.
The Hellenistic settlement must have been located somewhere in the
vicinity, but apparently outside of the Great Girdle Wall.

Again it is only the Small Temple which bears witness to the build-
ing activity of the Ptolemies. In the first place, Taharka’s girdle w